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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed on 06/28/2007 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

In re page 9, applicant argues that Cookson teaches "Routine control sequences 
which are standard in the art" and the "the use is given the choice of changing defaults" 
but Cookson fails to disclose "a request to replay a portion of the video" and "changing, 
responsive to the replay request, an audio of the video" recited in independent claims. 

In response, the examiner respectfully disagrees. Cookson discloses from col. 
25 lines 32-40 that "A in many... keyboard can be used by the user at any time to 
interrogate or control the player... remote control device, can be used to control the 

volume, fast forward, a jump to a specified chapter, etc " User can use remote 

control device to replay a portion of video through "jump" operator or "fast forward" 
operator to watch a favorite portion of video as user desired. Cookson also disclose 
from col. 25 lines 9-20 that "The next ....language-the sound track ...the default 
language would be English. If the user does not inform the player that a language other 
than English is desired for one or more of these functions, audio language track 10 will 
be use to generate the sound track, and character strings in the English language will 
be use in setting up User can change language of audio as desired and they can 
also replay the portion of video by the remote control device. 
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In re page 9, applicant argues that Cookson fails to disclose "discontinuing, 
responsive to the replay request, the playing of the changed audio" and also argues that 
"The application itself teaches that requiring the user to change the audio selected 
would result in the "loss of attention to the playing of the video"" as recited in the 
independent claims. 

In response, the examiner respectfully disagrees. User can discontinue the play 
of audio by the remote control. There is nowhere in the claim limitation limits, 
discontinuing the playing function due to "loss of attention to the playing of the video" 
The specification is not the measure of invention. Therefore, limitations contained 
therein can not be read into the claims for the purpose of avoiding the prior art. In re 
Sporck, 55 CCPA 743,386 F.2d 924, 155 USPQ 687 (1968). 

Double Patenting 

1. Claims 21-40 are rejected on the ground of nonstatutory obviousness-type 
double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1,6 of U.S. Patent No. 6,408,128 in 
view of US Patent No. 5,400,077 by Cookson et al. and US Patent No. 6,493,506 by 
Schoner et al. 

2. Regarding claim 21 of this application, claim 1 of US Patent No. 6,408,128 
recites a method of replaying a portion of a video comprising the step of: 

• Receiving, during a playing of a video, a replay request to replay a portion 
of the video 
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• Playing, the video responsive to the replay request 

• Discontinuing, responsive to the replay request. 
US Patent No. 6,408,128 does not disclose 

• Receiving, the portion of the video being responsive to a preestablished 
amount of time. 

• Changing, responsive to the replay request and to a preestablished audio 
preference, an audio of the video 

• Playing, responsive to the replay request, the portion of the video and the 
changed audio 

• Discontinuing, responsive to the replay request, the playing of the 
changed audio. 

Cookson discloses 

• Changing, responsive to the replay request and to a prestablished audio 
preference, an audio of the video (Fig. 5, Col. 25 lines 9-20) 

• Playing, responsive to the replay request, the portion of the video and the 
changed audio (Fig. 5, Col. 14 lines 22-57, Col. 25 lines 9-20, Col. 25 lines 
32-40, Col. 26 lines 43-Col. 27 lines 11). 

• Discontinuing, responsive to the replay request, the playing of the 
changed audio (user can discontinue the playing of the changed audio 
through remote control or keyboard (col. 25 lines 32-40)) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to modify the proposed combination of claim 21 of this application 
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to include changing, playing, and discontinuing option, as taught by Cookson, for the 
advantage of providing different language of audio with video to the user when they 
want to select by the user interference. 

US Patent No. 6,408,128 and Cookson fail to disclose Receiving, the portion of 
the video being responsive to a preestablished amount of time. 

Schoner discloses Receiving, the portion of the video being responsive to a 
preestablished amount of time (col. 12 lines 4-16) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to modify the proposed combination of claim 21 of this application 
to include receiving option, as taught by Schoner, for the advantage of providing a user 
to receive pre established amount of time to replay a video. It will be easy for a user to 
set up a time to replay a video, when they are away from TV or they are going to sleep. 

3. Regarding claim 22 of this application, claims of US Patent No. 6,408,128 do not 
specifically discloses the changed audio is selected from the group consisting of the 
audio at an increased volume, the audio with an increased dialog audio volume, the 
audio with an increased dialog audio volume relatively to a background audio volume, 
and the audio utilizing an alternative dialog audio language; and wherein the portion of 
the video is cumulative responsive to a successive replay request. 

Cookson discloses the changed audio is selected from the group consisting of 
the audio at an increased volume, the audio with an increased dialog audio volume, the 
audio with an increased dialog audio volume relatively to a background audio volume, 
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and the audio utilizing an alternative dialog audio language (Col. 25 lines 32-40); and 
wherein the portion of the video is cumulative responsive to a successive replay request 
(Fig. 5, Col. 26 lines 43- Col. 27 lines 11). 

4. Regarding claim 23 of this application, claim 6 of US Patent No. 6,408,128 do 
not specifically discloses the changed audio is selected from the group consisting of the 
audio at an increased volume, the audio with an increased dialog audio volume, the 
audio with an increased dialog audio volume relatively to a background audio volume, 
and the audio utilizing an alternative dialog audio language 

Cookson discloses the changed audio is selected from the group consisting of 
the audio at an increased volume, the audio with an increased dialog audio volume, the 
audio with an increased dialog audio volume relatively to a background audio volume, 
and the audio utilizing an alternative dialog audio language (Col. 25 lines 32-40) 

5. Claim 24 is rejected for the same reason discussed in the corresponding claim 
22 above 

6. Regarding claim 25 of this application, claim 1 of US Patent No. 6,408,128 
recites a method of replaying a portion of a video comprising the step of: 

• Receiving, during a playing of a video, a replay request to replay a portion 
of the video 

• Enabling, a playing of subtitles 

o 
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• Playing, the video and subtitle responsive to the replay request 

• Discontinuing, responsive to the replay request 
US Patent No. 6,408,128 does not disclose 

• Receiving, during a playing of a video, the portion of the video being 
responsive to a preestablished amount of time 

• Changing, responsive to the replay request and to a preestablished audio 
preference, an audio of the video 

• Playing, responsive to the replay request, the portion of the video and the 
changed audio 

• Discontinuing, responsive to the replay request, the playing of the 
changed audio 

Cookson discloses 

• Changing, responsive to the replay request and to a preestablished audio 
preference, an audio of the video (Fig. 5, Col. 25 lines 9-20) 

• Playing, responsive to the replay request, the video and the changed 
audio (Fig. 5, Col. 14 lines22-57, Col. 25 lines 9-20, Col. 25 lines 32-40, 
Col. 26 lines 43-Col. 27 lines 11). 

• Discontinuing, responsive to the replay request, the playing of the 
changed audio (user can discontinue the playing of the changed audio 
through remote control or keyboard (Col. 25 lines 32-40)) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicants invention to modify the proposed combination of claim 25 of this application 
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to include changing, playing, and discontinuing option, as taught by Cookson, for the 
advantage of providing different language of audio with video to the user when they 
want to select by the user interference. 

US Patent No. 6,408,128 and Cookson fail to disclose Receiving, the portion of 
the video being responsive to a preestablished amount of time. 

Schoner discloses Receiving, the portion of the video being responsive to a 
preestablished amount of time (col. 12 lines 4-16) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to modify the proposed combination of claim 25 of this application 
to include receiving option, as taught by Schoner, for the advantage of providing a user 
to receive pre established amount of time to replay a video. It will be easy for a user to 
set up a time to replay a video, when they are away from TV or they are going to sleep. 

7. Claim 26 is rejected for the same reason discussed in the corresponding claim 
25 above 

8. Claim 27 is rejected for the same reason discussed in the corresponding claim 
24 above 

9. Claim 28 is rejected for the same reason discussed in the corresponding claim 

22 above 

10. Claim 29 is rejected for the same reason discussed in the corresponding claim 

23 above 
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11. Claim 30 is rejected for the same reason discussed in the corresponding claim 

21 above 

12. Claim 31 is rejected for the same reason discussed in the corresponding claim 

22 above . 

13. Claim 32 is rejected for the same reason discussed in the corresponding claim 

25 above 

14. Claim 33 is rejected for the same reason discussed in the corresponding claim 
24 above 

15. Claim 34 is rejected for the same reason discussed in the corresponding claim 

23 above 

16. Claim 35 is rejected for the same reason discussed in the corresponding claim 

21 above 

17. Claim 36 is rejected for the same reason discussed in the corresponding claim 

22 above 

18. Claim 37 is rejected for the same reason discussed in the corresponding claim 

26 above 

19. Claim 38 is rejected for the same reason discussed in the corresponding claim 
30 above 

20. Claim 39 is rejected for the same reason discussed in the corresponding claim 

22 above 

21. Claim 40 is rejected for the same reason discussed in the corresponding claim 

23 above 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

22. Claims 21-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
US Patent No. 5,400,077 by Cookson et al. in view of US Patent No. 6,493,506 by 
Schoner et al. 

23. Regarding claim 21, a method of replaying a portion of a video comprising the 
steps of: 

• Receiving, during a playing of a video, request to replay a portion of the 
video (Fig. 2 (79), Col. 25 lines 9-20, 32-40) 

• Changing, responsive to the replay request and to a preestablished audio 
preference, an audio of the video (Col. 25 lines 9-20, 32-40) 

• Playing, responsive to the replay request, the portion of the video and the 
changed audio (Fig. 5, Col. 14 lines 22-57, Col. 26 lines 43-Col. 27 lines 
11). 

• Discontinuing, responsive to the replay request, the playing of the 
changed audio (user can discontinue the playing of the changed audio 
through remote control or keyboard (Col. 25 lines 32-40)) 
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Cookson fails to disclose Receiving, the portion of the video being responsive to 
a preestablished amount of time. 

Schoner discloses Receiving, the portion of the video being responsive to a 
preestablished amount of time (col. 12 lines 4-16) 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to modify the proposed combination of Cookson's system to 
include receiving option, as taught by Schoner, for the advantage of providing a user to 
receive pre established amount of time to replay a video. It will be easy for a user to set 
up a time to replay a video, when they are away from TV or they are going to sleep. 

24. Regarding claim 22, the method wherein the changed audio is selected from the 
group consisting of the audio at an increased volume, the audio with an increased 
dialog audio volume, the audio with an increased dialog audio volume relatively to a 
background audio volume, and the audio utilizing an alternative dialog audio language 
(Col. 25 lines 9-20, 32-40); and wherein portion of the video is cumulative responsive to 
a successive replay request. (Fig. 5, Col. 26 lines 43- Col. 27 lines 11). 

25. Regarding claim 23, the method wherein the changed audio is selected from the 
group consisting of the audio at an increased volume, the audio with an increased 
dialog audio volume, the audio with an increased dialog audio volume relatively to a 
background audio volume, and the audio utilizing an alternative dialog audio language 
(Col. 25 lines 9-20, 32-40) 
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26. Regarding claim 24, the method wherein the portion of the video is also 
responsive to information defining segments of the video (Fig. 3 (field 19), Col. 19 lines 
31-66, Col. 25 lines 9-20, 32-40). 

27. Regarding claim 25, a method of replaying a portion of a video comprising the 
steps of: 

• Receiving, during a playing of a video, a replay request to replay a portion 
of the video (Fig. 2 (79), Col. 25 lines 9-20, 32-40) 

• Changing, responsive to the replay request and to a preestablished audio 
preference, an audio of the video (Col. 25 lines 9-20, 32-40) 

• Enabling, responsive to the replay request, a playing of subtitle (fig. 5, col. 
26 lines 43-col. 27 lines 44) 

• Playing, responsive to the replay request the portion of the video the 
changed audio, and the subtitles (Fig. 5, Col. 14 lines 22-57, Col. 26 lines 
43-Col. 27 lines 11). 

• Discontinuing, responsive to the replay request, the playing of the 
changed audio (user can discontinue the playing of the changed audio 
through remote control or keyboard (Col. 25 lines 32-40)). 

28. Claim 26 is rejected for the same reason discussed in the corresponding claim 
26 above 
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29. Claim 27 is rejected for the same reason discussed in the corresponding claim 

24 above 

30. Claim 28 is rejected for the same reason discussed in the corresponding claim 

22 above 

31. Claim 29 is rejected for the same reason discussed in the corresponding claim 

23 above 

32. Claim 30 is rejected for the same reason discussed in the corresponding claim 

21 above 

33. Claim 31 is rejected for the same reason discussed in the corresponding claim 

22 above 

34. Claim 32 is rejected for the same reason discussed in the corresponding claim 

25 above 

35. Claim 33 is rejected for the same reason discussed in the corresponding claim 

24 above 

36. Claim 34 is rejected for the same reason discussed in the corresponding claim 

23 above 

37. Claim 35 is rejected for the same reason discussed in the corresponding claim 

25 above 

38. Claim 36 is rejected for the same reason discussed in the corresponding claim 

24 above 

39. Claim 37 is rejected for the same reason discussed in the corresponding claim 

25 above 



Application/Control Number: 10/074,318 Page 14 

Art Unit: 2621 

40. Claim 38 is rejected for the same reason discussed in the corresponding claim 
30 above 

41. Claim 39 is rejected for the same reason discussed in the corresponding claim 
24 above 

42. Claim 40 is rejected for the same reason discussed in the corresponding claim 
23 above 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nigar Chowdhury whose telephone number is 571-272- 
8890. The examiner can normally be reached on 9 AM - 5 PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thai Tran can be reached on 571-272-7382. . The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system 1 . Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to ijfhe automated information 

system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

\ 

NC 

09/14/2007 



